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A LTHOUGH SEVERAL ARTICLES in recent years have dealt with 
cataloging and classification in various types of libraries, no one has 
considered the more than six hundred junim: college libraries in the 
country. Eaton^ (i 955 ) surveyed only coll^ and university libraries in 
American Universities and Collegesj and Jcdinston's^ survey of junior 
college practices (1958) omitted cataloging and classification. 

R^ntly I sent a questionnaire to all of the librarians of junior col- 
l^;es in the “Directory of Junior Colleges,’’^ which represented all of the 
50 states the District of Columbia, and Guam. Replies were received frcun 
3 j 6 or slightly more than 50 percent. Of those, 21 were not useful for 
various reasons. Replies were received from 46 states, the District of 
ColumlMa, and Guam. 

Classification 

Of these, 96.5 percent use the Dewey Decimal classification $rhem e 
and 3.5 percent use the Library of Congress classification scheme. No 
library reported using any other scheme, although two of those using 
Dewey use the Lynn-Patterson scheme for Religion. 

Not all of the libraries, however, were satisfied with their present 
^tem of cataloging and classifying the collection. However, 13 libraries 
indicated that the potential size of the collection would determine whether 
they would use Dewey or LC. Table 1 indicates the type of system presently 
used and the type that the librarians vrould use if they were starting a new 
library. 

TABLE I 



Ptcaently Used 
Number Percentage 



Preferred 

Number Percentage 



Dewey Decimal System 
Library of Congress Classification 
System 

Dewey Decimal or Library of Congress 
System — depending on size 
Bliss 
Lamont 
No Answer 



304 


96.5 


229 


72.7 


II 


35 


46 


14.6 
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315 


100% 
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100% 
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The Eaton study ^ of college and university libraries revealed that 
92.3 percent of libraries with collections under 23,000 use Dewey, Since 
89 percent of the libraries replying to me had collections under 23,000 
and 96 percept of my total replies use Deuey, it would seem that whether 
the library is a junior college or 4*year institution, Dewey is the pre- 
valent scheme for smaller collections. 

Nine libraries have changed classification systems in the past ten 
years, all except two to Dewey. Table 2 indicates changes made: 



TABLE 2 



System 


Number 


Local system to Dewey 

Abridg^ Dewey Gassification System 


4 


to Dewey Gassification System 
Library of Congress Gassification 


2 


Systm to Dwey Gassification System, 
Dewey Gassification System to Library 


i 


of Congress Gassification System 


2 



Author Number 

With authm* or book numbers there has not been as much uniformity. 
A breakdown of the types of author number used is given in Table 3: 



TABLE 3 





Nuari)er 


Percentage 


Cutter 


106 


33-6 


Catter-Sanbom 


132 


4* .9 


Library of Congress 


4 


*3 


Other 


7 


2.2 


Author's Initial or Name 


12 


3.8 


No Author Notation 


St 


17.2 


Total 


3*5 


100% 



Subject Headings 

In the use of standard lists for subject headings there has not been as 
definite a pattern as was seen in the classification of schemes used. Of 
those libraries responding, 25 indicated that they used the subject head- 
ings which appeared on the printed cards which they received either 
finw LG or Wilson without any checking to see if they conformed with 
current edition of standard list. Table 4 shows the standard list used: 
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s3S?£F~:““i9J^ s 

-“Tfirs.is.r'iirr.'zrr* T '"r- 

the standard guide, taeTbo Z ^ """« “ 

Productwn of Catalog Cards 

avafhK^ stdta'hTSr^e^and^T^^ “'S 
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staff 

Who does the cataloging and typing is an acute problem because jun- 
ior colleges for the most part have a small stall. 1 able b indicates ’.vlio 
does the cataloging: 



T.ABLE 6 



Number Percentage 



Full time catalogcr 

Asst. Librarian, in all cases also the 


S 4 


17 3 


only other professional 


*4 


4-4 

2.8 


Clerk 


9 


Alanar or Centralized Processing 


9 


2.8 


Head Librarian 

Head Librarian and other professional 


223 


70.8 


members of staff 


6 


t .9 


Total 


315 


100% 



Of the 229 head librarians who catalog, 181 have no other professional 
librarian on the staff; 48 do have other professional assistants; and 9 of 
the libraries have 3 or more professional members on the staff. As indi- 
cated in Table 6, a clerk does the cataloging and classification of mate- 
rials as well as the typing of catalog cards in 9 or 2.8 percent of the 

libraries. , • • 

Table 7 indicates the clerical assistance available for catalog* iig; 



TABLE 7 



Ncr.'Of'CIerks 


No. of Libraries 


Percentage 




None 


192 


60.9 




Less than i 


62 


19.7 




I 


5 * 


16.2 






4 


1.3 




2 


6 


t -9 





Total 


315 


100% 





In 80 percent of ihe 62 libraries with less than a full time adult clerk 
in catalc^ng, this is the only clerical employee the library has. Table 8 
indicates the type of employee who actually types catalog cards: 



TABLE 8 




No. of Libraries 


Percentage 




Clerk 


123 


39 * 




Student Assistant 


109 


34 -<S 




Librarian 


83 


26.3 




Total 


3*5 


100% 


— 
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Only 50.1 |jercent of the libraries use any stiulcnts in the processing 
of books. Table 9 inilicates the number of libraries ami amount of stu- 
dent help per week in cataloging; 



TABLE 9 



No. of Libraries 


Under 5 hours 


16 


5-9 hours 


41 


10-19 hours 


48 


20-30 hours 


31 


30 or more hours 


7 


Varies according to need 


15 


Total 


158 



Concltisions 

The Dewey Decimal classification scheme is used very widely in junior 
college libraries. However, not all librarians are satisfied that this would 
be the best scheme to use if they were starting a new library. Relatively 
few have made any changes because of the problems involved and because 
of the lack of staff. 

The biggest problem which faces the junior college library is lack of 
staff, particularly clerical staff. When librarians in 26.3 iiercent of the 
libraries have to do all of the typing and processing of books there is a 
gross waste of professional time and eneigy. Most of the librarians, by 
their comments, recognize that they are not doing the best job, but feel 
that they can not do a more thorough job without clerical help. With 20 
percent of the libraries making no cross references for subjects used, it 
would seem that there is a need for the improvement of this area. 
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RECLASSIFICATION PROJECTS 

.\mong libraries undergoing reclassification are the Unisersity of Maryland 
(from Dewey to LC) and the University of Malaya (from Bliss to LC) 
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